Se Ow 












































2, ? . 
MO: thr Sd. 4 OF gar We ufo a . 
| Pe is OT Ph ft. 
MISCELLANEOUS = | 
X : / Bie 4 
|. MH? 
Ne L. E, i I E RK S, /50D.. 
y Lt T¥ 
N13 q Giving an Account of the Satish te 
| | 799) Se 
W O R K S LL Mido 
J a S aaa FE 
OF THE 
ed 
K LEARNED, || 
Both at Home and Abroad. Ps + 
Les ty SEB Sho gf Lai cKkl ' ! 
Wn ; nN 
e 2 % 5 be Publifhed WI, LP ee 
& Wy, Lf ‘SP A 9m S93 ff an v2 ¢ t grew 5 1-4 | 3, 
> J <a 
° Ceonestay, O&ober the 17h, 4 4. { eg 
--- 136, ' 
‘Ss My 
a 
> 
| LONDON; 
Printed by Ff. D. for William Lindfey, at the Angel 
near Lincotas-Inn in Chancery-lane. MDCXCIY, | . 























> 
iM 
[ 


‘4 ; 


/ 


JAQOLE 
GQ? &E;> 


ts ‘ 
le 
r r 4m 
94 ;pP >f 
fT 
\ . 


> 


t 








thas rena Veurea dg of en Jorn (om 
Salt hol 26e.£ or Seok ae’ dal 


Lan Le of ata Von. a ~4e& 


VET he w Apo tal (hash 1 fllachy On 
csr); VT ag VoCP crv "ia Pave, 41. Fehg - 
lake Zz fev E ba » Gastit ih coficug —_— 


“Te WE A 2. OC (A+ 6- ir ox) 
Afifearac€ or Peel 1r ¢ (694 M 














The PREFACE. 
TT HO the Title be fufficient of it felf to exprefs 


what is defiened by this Undertaking, yet we 

find our felves obliged to pay fo much Defe- 
rence to Cuffom, as to ufher it into the World with a 
Preface. 

The Reader then may be pleafed totake notice, that we 
don't intend a Tranflation or Collection of Foreign Journals, 
but to perufe both them and the Authors themfelves, that we 
may be the more able to juftify what we advance concern: 
ing them; tho-at the fame time, we would not be under- 
frood as if we had a’ defign to play the Critick. | 

Our Method fhall be to keep a Medium betwixt a meer 
Catalogue and a real Abridgnrent, Abridgments having 4 
natural Tendency to deftroy good Books ; fo that the Rea- 
der is to expeét an Idea of all Valuable Books, printed 
either here or beyond Sea, by which he may under ftand the 
Defigns of the Authors, the Reafons of their Undertakings, 
andthe Manner of their Performance, with an Account 
of their principal Subjetts. | 

But we would not have it concetved, that we intend to 
trouble the Reader with an Idea of every Book that is: 
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The Preface. 


crouded into the World im this Teeming Age ; it being 
fufficient to exhibite a Catalogue of all fuch as are neither 
extraordinary in themfelves, nor fo reputed. 
So much fhall fuffice for our Defign ; and whether it 
*y he ufeful or not, we leave it to thofe whe are capable 
to judg but that nothmg may be wanting on our part to 
make i oantagious to the Publick, we do hereby invite 
all the ingentous and Learned to impart to our Book/eller, 
what they think may any way promote Univerfal Learning, 
affuring them that it fhall be received and publifhed i 
Juch a manner as confifts with our Defign: and if any 
Author or Bookfeller will give ws notice of any Work that 
he is about to publifh, be may both prevent the interfering 
of any other, and procure limjelf Affiftance from the 
Learned, if he defire it; i being our Defign that this 
Mifcellany Treatife {hall entertain the World with what- 
ever occurs, that is new or curtous, both at home and 


abroad. 
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HMilcellancous Letters, 








An Account of Mr. Du Pin’s Hiftory, of the Contro- 
verfies and Ecclefiaftical Affairs of the 9th Century, 
printed in Ockavo at Paris, 1694. With Notes upon 





it by another Hand here. ate 
Ons 


S71R, 


H E famous Monfieur Da Pin, D. D. of the Faculty 

of Paris, and the King’s Profeifor of Philofophy 

there, fo well known to the World by his Bzbléo- 

theque of Ecclefiaftical Authors, hath thought fit to 
lay a farther Obligation upon the Publick, by a Continuation 
thereof, but under a different Title and Form; and that pro- 
bably, becaufe his former Endcavours on this Subject met with 
fo much Oppofition from the Bigots of the Roman Commu- 
nion, who are always Enemies to true Hiftory: Though God 
by his Providence hath raifed up Witnefles to the Truth 
thereof even amongft themfelves, from time to time, as ap- 
pears by the Hiftory of the Council of Trent; the Works of 
the great and learned Thsanus, and Monfieur Da Pin himfelf, 
which are able to {peak for themfelves: and therefore we fhall at 
this time only acquaint the Reader, that in his Book, entituled, Ze 
Hiftory of the Controverfies and Ecclefiaftical Affairs treated of sn the 
oth Cextury, we have an account of thofe who were the principal 
Champions for and agaix\? Imace-Worfhip, Predeftination, Tranfub- 
ftantiation, and fome other things of leffer mioment concerning Difci- 


pline, &c. and tho it’s true, that thofe things have been already 
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treated of by Proteftant Writers of no fmall note; yet it muft be 
confelled, that Arguments brought againft the Papifts from Writers 
of their own, are much more confounding than thofe brought 
from others : which is, in fhort,-enough to convince us of the great 
Advantage that may be made of this Author’s Works, confidering 
the Figure which he makes in the World, and the Poft which he 
has under the French King, who values himfelf as being the Firft- 
born of the Church of Rome. But to come to the Book it felf. 

The Author begins with what fell out in the Eaf and Weft about 
the Use and Worfhip of Images. In the Eaft their Fate depended 
wholly on the Pleafure of the Emperors WVscephorus and Michael, 
who reigned in the beginning of the 9th Age, and joined with Nice- 
phorus, tatriarch of Conftantineple, to maintain Image-Worhhip ; 
and onthecontrary, Zeothe Armenian, to whom A/fichael above- 
mentioned was obliged to refign the Empire, declared himfelf a- 
gain{t the Ufe and Worfhip of Images, and profecuted (our Au- 
thor fays perfecuted ) Nicephorus, and thofe who defended them. 
Michael the Stammerer endeavoured to compromife the matter, 
and left every one at liberty to do asthey would *. Theophilus his 
Son renewed the Perfecution againft the Worbhippers of Images ; 
but the Emprefs Theodora his Wife, getting the Reins of the Go- 
vernment into her Hand after the Death of her Husband in 842, 
re-eftablifhed the Worfhip of Images, which was after that time 
obferved exactly in all the Churches of the Eaft. 

In the next place, our Author gives the Hiftory of what hap- 
pened as to Image-Worfhip inthe Weft. The Queftion concern- 
ing it being propofed by Michael the Stammerer, made a great 
Noife in France, about the beginning of the 9th Century ; and by 


a 





* Note, that other Authors, as Cedrenus, Curopatates, and Theodorus Studita fay, 
that Michdel the Stammerer permitted Image-Worhhip to be re-eftablifhed at firft, 
but did profecute the Worfhippers ( whom they call Catholicks ) afterwards; and 
upon that account they accufe him of Atheifm, of being a Sabean, and endeavour- 
ing to fet upa new Religion compofed of the Tenets of the Fiws, Manichees, and 
Monotbélites ; and above all, they tax him wich the unpardonable Crime of marrying 
aNun. This we thought fit to obferve, that the World may {ce that thofe Do&rines 
of the Romifh Church were defpis’d and oppos’d by this Emperor, even by the 
Teftimony of other Writers of their own Communion 5 and yet our Author, con- 
trary tothem, reprefents him as a Neuter on chat Head, tho the Catholicks diflike 
the former part of his Hiftory, as favouring che Proceftancs too much, 
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a Council held at Parts in 824, the Ufe of Images was allowed, 
but not their Worfhip. Claud Bifhop of Turin, did not only re- 
fufe to give any Honour to Images, but did alfo attempt to pull 
them down and deftroy the ufe of them: For which being repre- 
hended by Theodomire, and defending himfelf in Writing ; he was 
an{fwered (Du Pin fays, refuted) by Sonas Bifhop of Orleans, and 
the Deacon Dungale, who maintained that it was profitable and 
lawful to have Images, altho they did not believe that they ought 
tohave the fame Adoration that is given tothe Crofs. By the 
way, they do alfo juftify Pilgrimages, undertaken for Devotion’s 
fake, again{t that fame Claud of Turin, who did abfolutely con- 
demnthem. Agobard, Arch-Bifhop of Lions, did mightily oppofe 
Image-Worfhip; but Yalafrid Strabo was a favourer of it, and held 
that they might kave fome Refpec& paid tothem, provided that 
we keep within the Bounds of Honefty and Moderation. Monfieur 
Du Pin mentions all the Authors who were any way concerned in 
the Controverfy ; and does alfo take notice of their Writings on 
other Subjects, the Patriarch Nicephorus, and Theodore Abbot of 
Stude, being amongft thofe of the firft Rank. 

There being as great a Controverfy about the Doctrine of Pre- 
deftination in that Age, as inthis} our Author takes notice of it 
in the next place, and acquaints us, that ic was occafioned by Go- 
defcalcws a Monk of Orbow, who maintain’d ftifly, that God did 
predeftinate Aten to Damnation. He was oppos’d ftrenuoufly by 
Rabanus Arch-Bifhop of Afentz, whoheld that to {peak properly, 
there was no other Predeftination, but that of the Elect to Glory. 
And ina Council at Mentz, he procur’d the Condemnation of Go- 
defealc’s Doctrine, and fent him to Aimcmar, Arch-Bifhop of 
Reims, his Metropolitan, to judg his Perfon. And here M. Da Péx 
begins the Hiftory of that Arch-Bifhop of Reims, who had fo great 
a fhare in the management of the Affairs of the Gallican Church 
in that Age. He treated Godefcalc very warmly ;, got him Sen- 
tenc’d to Prifon by the Council of Quierct: And after he had 
caus’d him to be whip’d, he fhut him up in the Monaftery of 
Hantviliers. But the Condemnation of Godefcalc did not put an 
End tothe Controverfy, which was manag’d with Heat by the 
ereateft Men of that Age. Prudence Bifhop of Troyes wrote upon 
thofe Queftions, and Ratram and Loup de Ferriers, were ordered 
by Charles the Bald, to write upon -. Subject. Ratram ae 
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bimfelf openly againft Hinemar and Raban; but Loup de Fervriers 
wrote more cautioufly in his Book of Three Queftions, and in his 
Letter to Hinemar and Pardulws, Foannes Scotw -Airigena did alfo 
enter the Lifts, bot embroil’dall, fays Du Pin, and engaged Pru- 
dence Bilhop of Treyes, and Florus Dean of Lions, againft him, 
who refuted him fmartly. -Amolon Arch-Bifhop of Liows, wrote 
againlt Godefcalc, but withal defended St. Auguftin’s Doctrine. 
Remi Arch-Bifhop of Lions, following the Steps of his Predecef- 
for, accufed Gedefcalc of Imprudence, but debated againk Aine. 
mar’s Opinions who finding himfelf thus attaqu’d, compofed 
the famous Chapters of Quierci, which were immediately confu- 
ted by Prudence and the Church of Lions, and rejected by the 
Council of Valence, who made Six Canons againft them. They 
were alfo propos'd to the Council of Savonseres, who referred 
them to the next Council; but we don’t find that everthe Matter 
was determined afterward, only Aimcmar wrote a long Treatife 
of Predeftination, to eftablifh the Doétrine of the Chapters of 
Ouiercis He had alfo another Controverfy of lefs Confequence 
with Godefcalc and Ratram, about the Expreflion Trina Deitas, 
and forbid the finging of thofe words in his Church, after the 
Martyrs Hymn, as had been ufual before. Godefcale accu- 
fed him on this Head, and Hincmar endeavoured to juftify him- 
felf by a Writing, in which he argues againft that Expref- 
fion. 

After this Hincmar had other Perfonal Controverfies or Difputes 
about. the Difcipline of the Church: The firft was with Rotade 
Bifhop of Sozffons, his Suffragan, whom he. accus’d in.863, at the 
‘Council of Sens. Rotade finding himfelf in hazard to be con- 
demned, appeal’d to the Holy Chair ; but having afterwards 
made fome Propofals, Hixcmar took it as a Renunciation of his 
Appeal, and got him depofed by a Synod held in the Suburbs of 
Seiffons: The Matter was forthwith carried to Pope Nicholas , 
andthe French Bifhops fent him the Acts and Inftructions of 
the Procef: againit Rotade,. The Pope being jealous of his Autho- 
rity,. took it very ill that they had condemned him, notwithftand- 
ing of his Appeal, complained of it in divers Letters, fent for him 
ro Rome, and re-eltablifhed him. The French Bifhops would not 
apoear there as Accufers, pretending that Bifhops ought to be 
jhde’d: within the. Province; but. being unwilling. to = 

them- 
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themfelves with the Pope, they did not oppofe the re-eftablifhment 


of Rotade. ; 
Hincmar had as little Succefs in the Affair of Vulfrade and other 


Clergymen, whom he refufed to admit, becaufe ordained by Ebbo 
Archbifhop of Reims, after be himfelf had been degraded : and up- 
on their Addrefs to the Council of Sofons in 853, the Validity of 
Ebbo’s Degradation and Hincmar’s Oidination being examined, it 
was concluded, that all the Ordinations performed by Ebbo after 
his being depofed, were nulls and that all thofe whom he had or- 
dained, fhould be deprived of their Orders: but they granted them 
Lay-Communion asa fpecial Favour. ‘This Sentence was confirm- 
ed by Pope Benedit LV. and Nicholas 1. who changing Sentiment 
afterwards, that Affair was examin’d afrefh in the Council of Soif- 


fons 866, and the Judgment of the former Council ratified ; con- 


cluding neverthelefs, that thofe Clergymen might be re-cftablind 
by Condefcenfion, if the Pope fhould fo order it. Nicholas did fo 
immediately, with a Provifo, as being diflatishied, that they had not 
annull’?d what was done by the former Council. But it was not the 
Intereft of the French Bifhopsto do fo, yet they found a AZedinm 
to do that which the Pope defired, without prejudice to their own 
Rights. Being afterwards allembled at 77oyes, they kept firm. to 
their Point, and did nothing elfe but write an Account to the Pope 
of all that had paffed in that Affair : and he dying in a little time 
after, his Succetlor Adrian confented to what the French had done 
as to thofe Clergy-men ordained by Ebbo. 

Hincmar was alfo engag’d in another Affair with his Nephew 
Hincmar Bifhop of Laon, which was attended with Confequences 
of no lefs Importance than the preceding. Controverfy, but had a 
more Tragical Exit. This Nephew he advanced to the Bithop- 
rick of Laon; but he was fo far from acknowledging his Uncle’s 
Kindnefs, or fubmitting himfelf to his Directions, that he applied 
himfelf wholly. to make an Intereit at Court, and to raife his For- 
tune without any Dependance on bis Uncle. He engaged himfelf 
immediately with Charles the Bald for the Profits of his Church, 
which he had difpos’d of in favour of a certain Lord; but this Mat- 
ter was quickly accommodated by the Intereft of his Uncle Hinc- 
mar of Reims; with whom he fuddenly. after embroil’d himfelf, 
And the Arch-bifhop complain’d of it to the Synod of Artigni, 


where the Affair was compromis’d. Mean while, the Suit mana- 
ged. 
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himfelf openly againft Hinomar and Raban; but Loup de Ferriers 


wrote more cautioufly in his Book of Three Queftions, and in his 
Letter to Hincmar and Pardulus, Foannes Scotus eEvigena did alfo 
enter the Lifts; but embroil’d all, fays Du Pin, and engaged Pru- 
dence Bilhop of Treyes, and Florus Dean of Lions, againft him, 
who refuted him fmartly. -Amolon Arch-Bilhop of Liows, wrote 
againit Godefcalc, but withal defended St. Aagufin’s Dostrine. 
Remi Arch-Bifhop of Lions, following the Steps of his Predecef- 
for, accufed Gedefcale of Imprudence, but debated again Hinc- 
mars Opinions who finding himfelf thus attaqu’d, compofed 
the famous Chapters of Qusercz, which were immediately confu- 
ted by Prudence and the Church of Lions, and rejected by the 
Council of Valence, who made Six Canons againft them. The 
were alfo proposd to the Council of Savonseres, who referred 
them to the next Council ; but we don’t find that everthe Matter 
was determined afterward, only Aimcmar wrote a long Treatife 
of Predeftination, to eftablifh the Dogtrine of the Chapters of 
Ouierci, We had alfoanother Controverfy of lefs Confequence 
with Godefcalc and Ratram, about the Expreffion Trina Deitas, 
and forbid the finging of thofe words in his Church, after the 
Martyrs Hymn, as had been ufual before. Godefcale accu- 
fed him on this Head, and Hincmar endeavoured to juftify him- 
felf by a Writing, in which he argues againft thar Expref- 
fion. 

After this Hincmar had other Perfonal Controverfies or Difputes 
about. the Difcipline of the Church: The firft was with Rotade 
Bifhop of Sozffons, his Suffragan, whom he. accus’d in.863,. at the 
‘Council of Senls. Rotade finding himfelf in hazard to be con- 
demned, appeal’d to the Holy Chair ; but having afterwards 
made fome Propofals, Hixcmar took it as a Renunciation of his 
Appeal, and got him depofed by a Synod held in the Suburbs of 
Seiffons. The Matter was forthwith carried to Pope Nicholas ; 
andthe French Bifhops fent him the Aécts and Inftructions of 
the Procef: againit Rotade.. The Pope being jealous of his Autho- 
rity,. took it very ill that they had condemhed him, notwithftand- 
ing of his Appeal, complained of it in divers Letters, fent for him 
ro Rome, and re-eltablifhed him. The French Bifhops would not 


appear there as Accufers, pretending that Bifhops ought to be — 


jhdg'c within the. Province; but. being unwilling. to embroil 
them- 
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themfelves with the Pope, they did not oppofe the re-eftablifhment 
of Rotade. 

Hincmar had as little Succefs in the Affair of Vulfrade and other - 
Clergymen, whom he refused to admit, becaufe ordained by Ebbe 
Archbifhop of Reims, after he himfelf had been degraded: and up- 
on their Addrefs to the Council of Sofons in 853, the Validity of 
Ebbo’s Degradation and Aincmar’s Oidination being examined, it 
was concluded, that all the Ordinations performed by Ebbo after 
his being depofed, were nulls and that all thofe whom he had or- 
dained, fhould be deprived of their Orders: but they granted them 
Lay-Communion asa fpecial Favour. ‘This Sentence was confirm- 
ed by Pope Benedit 1V. and Nicholas 1. who changing Sentiment 
afterwards, that Affair was examin’d afrefh in the Council of Soi/- 
fons 866, and the Judgment of the former Council ratified ; con- 
cluding neverthelefs, that thofe Clergymen might be re-cftablin’d 
by Condefcenfion, if the Pope fhould fo order it. Nicholas did fo 
immediately, with a Provifo, as being diflatisfied, that they had not 
annull’?d what was done by the former Council. But it was not the 
Intereft of the French Bifhops to do fo; yet they found a Aledinm 
to do that which the Pope defired, without prejudice to their own 
Rights. Being afterwards allembled at 77oyes, they kept firm. to 
their Point; and did nothing elfe but write an Account to the Pope 
of al] that had paffed in that Affair : and he dying in a little time 
after, his Succetior Adrian confented to what the French had done 
as to thofe Clergy-men ordained by Ebbo. 

Hinemar was alfo engag’d in another Affair with his Nephew 
Hincmar Bilhop of Laon, which was attended with Confequences 
of no lefs Importance than the preceding. Controverfy, but had a 
more Tragical Exit. This Nephew he advanced to the Bithop- 
rick of Laen; but he was fo far from acknowledging his Uncle’s 
Kindnefs, or fubmitting himfelf to his Directions, that he applied 
himfelf wholly to make an Intereit at Court, and to raife his For- 
tune without any Dependance on his Uncle. He engaged himfelf 
immediately with Charles the Bald for the Profits of his Church, 
which he had difpos’d of in favour of a certain Lord; but this Mat- 
ter was quickly accommodated by the Intereft of his Uncle Hinc- 
mar of Reims, with whom he fuddenly. after embroil’d himfelf, 
And the Arch-bifhop complain’d of it to the Synod of Artigas, 


where the Affair wascompromis’d. Mean while, the Suit mana- 
ged. 
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ged by Hiscmar of Laon, for the Ecclefiaftical Benefices poffefled by 
Laicks, was decided in his favour by the King’s Commiflioners. 
After this he quarrelled afrefh with K. Charles on Carloman’s ac- 
count; whereupon Hincmar of Reims cited him to the Synod of 
Douz:, and being accus’d both by the King and his Uncle, he was 
depos'd. Hincmar of Reims, and the other Bifhops, wrote to Pope 
Adrian to diflwade him from fupporting the Bifhop of Laon; but 
the Pope being informed, that he was judged, notwithitanding of 
his Demand, to be referred to the See of Rome, he ordered that he 
fhould be permitted tocome thither, and forbad the fetting up of 
any other in his Place until his Caufe fhould be examin’d and judg’d. 
afrefh. He wrote very prefling Letters on this Head to K. Charles 
the Bald , but that Prince, and the Bifhops of Fravce, aniwered 
him with Refolution. Hiacmar of Laon was thereupon imprifon’d, 
and had his Eyes put out. Fobn VIII. confirm’d the Sentence given 
acainft him, and Henedulph was ordain’d Bifhop of Laon in his 
Room. Neverthelefs, after the Death of Charles the Bald, Hinc- 
mar Of Laon petition d the Council of Troyes to be re-eftablith’d ; 
who having fome regard for him, ordered him a Penfion from that 
Bifhoprick, impowered him to fing Mafs; and at the fame time, 
fome Bifhops having invefted him in his Pontifical Habits, led him 
to the Church, and caus‘d the Blefling to be given him. He died 
quickly after, and his Uncle ordered Prayers for him. 

Befides thefe Particulars, Hinemar of Reims was concerned in 
all the great Affairs of Church and State in France, which gave 
him frequent Occafions to exercife his Pen. He oppos’d K. Lo- 
thair?s Divorcing of Thietberg to marry Valdrad ftoutly, and trea- 
ted of Things of the fame Nature, as to the Counts Baudouin, Rofon 
and Raimond. He held divers Synods, and made divers Regula- 
tions concerning Ecclefiaftical Difcipline. He wrote feveral Ad- 
vices to Kings for the Government of their Realms; did ftoutly 
oppofe all Appeals to the Holy Chair, and the Judgments of Bi- 
fhops concerning Priefts, treated of the Way of proceeding againft 
fuch, and drew upa Form of Epifcopal Ordinations. He was a- 
gaint tranflating of Bifhops, and approv’d the Vifions of one 
Bernould. Mr. Du Pin gives an ample Extract of his Letteys and 
Treaties, and this Cenfure of him, That he was better vers’d in 
the Canons and Difcipline, than inthe Doétrines of the Church $ 
that he was a zealous Champion for the Liberties of the Church, 


againft 
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_manifts , for no body could be fo void of Senfe, as-to think that he denied 
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againft the Pretenfions of the Court of Rome, but with all due re- 
card to the Holy Chair: and concludes, that his Stile was better 
for Memoirs and Inftructions, than for Works of Learning or Elo- 
uence. 
: M. Du Pix comes in the next place, to give us the Hiftory of the 
Controverfies about the Eucharift, which began amongit the Au- 
thors of the ninthAge. He tells us, that Pafcafius Abbot of Corby, 
save Rife to that Controverfy : for having about the Year 831, 
compos’d a Treaty of the Body and Blood of our Saviour, his Ex- 
preflions were fo bold in that Affair, that he procured himfelf fe- 
veral Adverfaries: and although, fays Mr. Du Piz, he followed the 
Common Doétrine of the Church, and that it was believed before 
his time, that the Body and Blood of Chrift were prefent in the Eu- 
charift ; yet Men were not us’d to fay fo formally as he did, that 
the Body of Jefus Chrift in the Eucharift was the fame which was 
born of the Virgin AZary; and therefore this Expreflion, though 
it be found, fays he, in St. Ambrofeand others of the Fathers, dif- 
pleafed fome Learned Men of that Time. . ENote, That whatever 
Efteem the Romanifts may have of this Manas a Champion of Tranfub-- 


flantiation, yet it appears by the 3d, ath, and sth Chapters of this very 


Bosk of the Body and Blood of Chrift, that he uttered many things contra. 
ry to the Doétrsne of the Church of Rome concerning the Eucharift.. 
And Petrus Blefenfis, a Frenchman by Birth, but afterwards Arch 
deacon of London, ad Chancellor of Canterbury, who died about the 
Year 1200, was the firft that usd the word Tranfubftantiation ;. and* 
the Dottrine thereof was firft eftablifl’d by the Council of Lateran beld 
im 12153 whofe Anthority Du Pin bimfelf impugns, de Antiq. Eccl. 
Difciplin. Diflert. 7. Sect. 4. So that it is very improbable tbat the 
Church did commonly believe this before Pafcafius’s time, when the 
Name was never fo much as heard of, nor the Dottrine thereof eftablifo d 
till after that time; and that alfo, by a Council whofe Authority he calls 
gn queftion: fo that Pafcafius was really the firlt that ever afferted the 
Carnal and Bodily Prefence of Chrift. in the Sacrament , as is confeffed: 
by Bellarmin, De Script. Eccl. ] 

Thofe Learned Men, continues Monfieur Da Pin, believed that: 
Pafcafius did infinuate that there was neither Figure nor Vail in 
the Eucharift, and thar the external Species were the Body and 
Blood of Jefus Chrilt. [Note, That this is a meer Shift of the Re- 
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the External Species of Bread and Wine, which was vifible to every one: 
ardit appears further, by Bertram alias Ratram’s writing avainft Fran- 
{ubfhantation it felf, as explain’d in the Popifh Schools, that thofe who 
oppos'd Paicalius thought he favour'd tbat Dottrine too much, tho, as ts 
hinted above, he exprefs?d many things contrary tothe Dottrine of the 
Church of Rome, 4 to the Euchavift. | 

M. Di Pin goes on ard maintains, that that Book which is af 
crib'd to Joannes Scotus Hrigena, by M. de Murca, P. Paris, P. Har- 
doin and others, was really writ by Ratram, but endeavours to 
prove that he does not argue again{t the Real Prefence, but only 
againft the Expreflions of Pafcafiws, and thofe who maintained 
that there was no Vatiin that Myftery. [Bat bow little reafon M. 
iu Pin has to fay fo, will eafily appear to thofe who read Ratram’s Book, 
and confider the fovere Cenfures of the Fathers of Trent, Lovain, Bel- 
larmine and others upon it, andthe Author bots. ] 

Our Author owns, that Yoannes Scotus Acrigena goes further than 
Ratvam in the Controverfy again{t Pafcafius 5 but fays, they cannot 
wel] judg what was his Sentiment, becaufe they have not his Book. 
(Note, That this Back, which tothe no [mal Difadvantage of the Pub- 
lick perifhed long ago, was entituled, De Corpore & Sanguine Domini, 
and writ bythe Command of Charles the Baldof France, with whom he 
was in the higheft favour: but that it was contrary to the Sentiments of the 
Roman Church, appears by its baving been condemned in the Synod of 
Verfailles i 1050, a Council at Rome, and another at Pariszn 10593 
and by the Romanifts ftriking bim out of the Calendar of their Saints, 
having as great a Spite againft his Memory, as his Scholars at Malmsbury 
had againft bis fevere Morals, whenthey ftabb'd him to Death with their 
Pen-knives. | 

M. De Pin obferves in the next place, that Amalarius Florus and 
Druthmarus, were of Ratran?s Opinion; but that. /7aimon of Hal- 
berftadt and Remi of Auxerre declar'd for Pafcafius, pufhing the. 
Matter yet further, and denying with St. Fobn of Damafcm, that 
the Encharift can be called a Figure of the Body of Jefus Chrift. 
He adds, thitin the following Age Eriger Abbot of Lobbes, wrote 
againft Pafcafiw’s Expreflions, and maintain’d that the Flefh of 
Yefus Chrift in the Euchariit ought to be confidered as different 
from that which was born of the Virgin, becaufe of their different 
Conditions. And here M. Ds Pin takes noiice, that this Manner of 
Explaining themfelves upon the Eucharift, was not condemned 
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in Berengarins’s time by his Adverfarics, wlio did make ufe of the 
fame without any Scrupie. 

Mr. Da Pin gives us an Account next of another Controverfy 
which happened concerning the Eucharift in that Age, viz.Whether 
any part of it goes into the D.aught as do other Aliments ? And 
here he endeavours to make it appear, that this Queftion has no 
reference neither to the Body nor Blood of Jefus Chriit, but only 
to the Species of Bread and Wine. It being agreed on by all Men, 
that they contribute to the Nourifhment of our Body; but fome 
have thought it abfurd that they fhould be converted to Excre- 
ments. Origen feems to be the firit who handled that Queftion, and 
concludes for the Affirmative ; but the Author of the Sermon, af- 
crib’d to St. Chryfoftom,and St. Fobn of Damafcas, are for the Nega- 
tive. M. Du Fin fays, that Pafcafins was alfo of this Opinion ; 
but in one of the Corrections at the End of his Book, owns that it 
is not certain what that Author’s Sentiments were. Amalarius pro- 
pofes the Queltion without deciding it; but Raban and Ratram 
make no Difhcuity to aflert, that the Species of the Eucharift have 
the fame fate with other Aliments. On the other hand, an anony- 
mous Author, Eriger, Guilmond, and Alger, mantain that they are 
wholly converted into the Nourifhment of the Body, and that no 
part of them goes into the Draught, or is fubjeét to Corruption or 
Alteration ; and call thofe of the contrary Opinion Stercoranifts, 
though their Sentiments have been the common Opinion of the 
School-men ever {fince. 

At that fame time there arofe another Queftion of the like Na- 
ture, about the Way of Chrift’s being born of the Virgin ; fome al- 
edging that he was born per vixginalem Fanuam Vulve, fed monftru- 
ofe de fecreto Ventris incerto Tramste: againit which Ratram debates, 
and maintains that he was born per femitam Vulve, though he ac- 
knowledges that he was brought forth per Valuam claufam. Pafca- 
fiss writes againft Ratram on this Subject, and charges him with 
maintaining that Chrilt was born aperta Vulva. 

Ratram had alfo another Controverfy about the Nature of the 
Soul with a Monk of Corbie, who held that all Mens Souls were of. 
the fame Nature and Subitance: And here heintifts upon the Books 
writ by Ratram, Pafcajim, and Fohn Scot , concerning which he 
gives his Judgment, and {peaks of their different Editions. 
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M. Du Pin in his ninth Chapter, gives us the Hiftory of the Con- 
teftations betwixt /zzatiws and Phot, and an Extract of the Acts 
ofthe Stb Council, and others held upon that Subject. Then follow 
the Characters of Jgnatius and Photius, in what Manner and by what 
Motives the firft was degraded, how Péotixs intruded into his 
Place, and by what Methods he gain’d Zacharias and Radou!dus, 
Pope Wichola’s Legats, and got them to confirm his own Ordina- 
tion, and the Depofition of Jg#arins, ina Council of 318 Bihhops: 
How Jenatizs was forc'd to lay down, banifi’d, hunted and perfe- 
cuted; Pope Nichols treating Photixs afterwards in the fame man- 
ner, condemning Zacharias and Raavaldus : With how much Heat 
he wrote againit the Ordination cf Pastis, and ordered the Re- 
eitablifhment of Jgnatias, with what Infolence Postzus condemned 
Pope Nicholas; and how the Eeaperor Baftius, tuecceding Michael, 
banifh’d Photius and re-eltablifhed Igaztius. Here he does alfo ex- 
hibit the Acts of ten Se'lions of the $t2 General Council beginning 
Octob, 5, 860. and ending onthe laft of Feér. $70. To whichhe 
fubjoins the Hiftory of the Broils which followed that Council, 
upon the Contrefts betwixt the Legats of Pope Adrian, and the 
Patriarch of ConfPantineple. Then he acquaints how at laft Photius 
regain’d the Favour of Bafilivs, and was re-eftaolifhed after Igna- 
rius's Death in 878. In what Manner, and on what Conditions 
John VIII. confented to his Re-eftablifhment, which was conirmed 
in a Synod held at Conftantivople in Pretence of the Pope's Legats. 
Then he gives an Account of what pailed in that Council, and why 
Sohn VIil. repented of having given his Confent to the Ordination 
of Photius, annulling afterwards all that he had done in his Favour, 
and thundring out an Anathema again{t him. In fine, how Photins was 
banifh’d by the Emperor Leo, and what was the Judgment of the 
Popes who fucceeded Fobn VIII. in regard of the Ordination made 
by Photius, which occafion’d the Divifion betwixt the Greek and 
Latin Church. Andthen M. Du Pix treats in particular of Photins’s 
Works. [Here itis to be noted, that though M4. Da Pin be one of the 
faiveft Hiftorians of the Roman Communion , yet he feems to bear a little 
hard upon Photius as other Romifh Writers do, parti.ulaly in calling 
hita Infolent for condemning Pope Nicholas who dealt injpurtoufly with 
him; would have robl?d bina of the Bulgarians, and nave fubjeGed 
them tothe Sce of Rome, though they were converted by the Crecks, were 
Part of the Eaftern Empire, and did voluntarily fubmut to the Patriar 

chat, 


x 








Mumb.r. Mifcellaneous Letters. TI 


chate of Conftantinople , which together with his denying the Preroga- 
tive that the Popes claim’d over the Eaftern Church, andthe Controver fy 
about the Procefficn of the Holy Ghoft from tae Son as well as from the 
Father, laid the Foundation of that famous and incurable Schifm betwixt 
the Greek, and Latin Churches, which M. Du Pin afcribes to the Judg- 
ment of the Popes who fucceeded John VIII. as to the Ordination per for= 
med by Photius. Nor is it to be omitted, that the Greeks don’t own that 
Council wherein Photius was condemned, to be the 8th General Council, 
but that wherein be was reftoved: And it is alfo obfervable, that the 
Council which condemned him were atted with fo much Fury againft him, 
that they thought se not enough to dip their Pens in Ink when they were to 
fizn bis Condemnation, but dipt them inthe Wine confecrated for the Sa- 
cramteat which they called the Sacramental Blood. Joannes Curopo- 
lates, Zonaras, and LeoGrammaticus, give a full Account of thefe 
things. ] 

It the roth Chapter M. Da Pin treats of the Heads of the Accu- 
fations which Phottzs brought againft the Latin Church, and of the 
Anfwers thereunto by Ratram, and e#neas Bifhop of Paris. 

Inthe rth he treats of divers Regulations made in Councils a- 
bout the Difcipline of the Church; and of the Decifion made in 
the Council of Aix la Chapelle, that the Holy Ghoft proceeded from 
the Father and the Son: And of their fending Deputies to Pope 
Leo to defire his Approbation for Singing the Creed with the Addi- 
tion of the word Filwoq;, which he refufed. Then he treats of the 
Canons made by five Councils in 813, and of feveral Laws concern- 
ing Ecclefiaftical Difcipline amongit thofe of the Emperors Lewes 
le Debonnaire and Charles the Bald. Next he gives an‘Account of 
the fixth Council of Pars, which gave the beft and moft ample In- 
fiructions concerning the Duty both of Church-men and Laicks, 
that are to be found in Antiquity. 

In his 12th'Chapter he treats of abundance of Councils held in 
France, Italy, and Germany, which renewed the antient Canons 
for the Prefervation of Difcipline: and here he gives an Hiftory 
of the fine Works of Agabard Arch-bifhop of Lions, and the Ex- 
tract of avery curious Letter of -Amolon’s again{t the Cheats of 
two Nuns about Reliques. Then he prefents us with a Collection 
of the Canons of Regizon, and two Treaties of Auxiiius upon the 
Ordination of Pope Formo/us. 

His 13th Chapter is concerning Authors who wrote upon the 
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Rites and Ceremonies of the Church, wherein he treats at large of 
the Works of the two Amalarins’s, Raban, Valafrid Strabo, and 
many ochers. 

The 14th Chapter Is concerning the Regulations and Conftitu- 
tions of the Monaitick Lifes of which Bennet of Antan was the 
great Reftorer in this Age. Here he gives us the Letters of Lupus 
Abbot of Ferrers, of whom he {peaks very advantagioully. His 
1st# enumerates the Commentators upon the Scriptures in that 
Age. The 1 6th exhib:tes the Hiftory of Popes, and their Letters; 
that of Nicholas!. Adrian Il. and Foun Vill. are numerous and 
fwell the Chapter. The laft treats of Church-Hiftories, Lives of 
Saints and Marryrologies, compos'd in the gth Age; with curious 
Remarks on thofe of Florus, Vandalbert, Ado and Ufuard. Then he 
concludes with an exact Chronogical Table, and feveral others of 
preat ule. 





A Detection of the Court and State of England during the 
Four laft Reigns, and.the Interregnum: By Roger 
Coke E/g; in two Volumuas in 8°. London, 1694. 


Shall fpeak to you at this time, only of the lirft of his Volumes, 
having not as yet read his fecond. It begins with King Fames 
the Firft’s coming to the Crown of England, and endeth with the 
fatal Cataftrophe of King Charles the Firft. Whoever has read 
any thing of Hiftory, muit needs have obferved how fatal Favo- 
rites have been to Princes in al] Ages: The two Spencers, to go no 
higher, were the Caufe of the Ruinof Edward the Second: And 
the Marquefs of Dublin and Earl of Suffolk, tumbled Richard the 
Second down from his Throne. Allthe World know, that the 
extreme Fondnefs King James the Firft had for the Earl of Somer- 
fer, and then for the Duke of Buckingham, was the principal Oc- 
cafion of his falling out with bis Parliament, aid of the Contempr 
and Scorn that Foreigners hadfor that Prince. But thts will ap- 
pear a great deal better in this Hiftory, than in ony other that I 
havemet with. This Author is very exact in ali thefe Points, as 
well as in the Account he gives of the Prince’s Journey into Spain, 
to treat of his Marriage with the /xfanea there. You will find then 
how that Match, tho {worn to, was broke off, and how the King 
was 
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was prevailed with to marry his Son to the Sifter of the French 
King ; and what Jea'oufies the Parliament had of the Growth of 
Popery in this Kingdom; and many other things very valuable, 
and worthy of any Man's Obfervation. 

Bat tho the Duke of Buckingham’s Favour was very fatal to King 
Fames the Firft, it was {till more mifchievous to his Son: It was 
he who gave that Prince the firlt Wound ; and Laud’s Pride, Am- 
bition, Covetoufnels, and p.rfecuting Spirit, which gangreen’d 
and madeit mortal. The Author of this Book deferveth our 
Thanks, for the Pais he has been at in gathering together feveral 
{cattered Pieces which are very neceflary for the better underftand- 
ing the Hiftory of that Time. Rufhworth’s and Franklin’s Colletti- 
ons have been a great help to him, as well as the Hiftory of the firft 
fourteen Years of K. ames, and the Lord Keeper Wiliam’s Life, 
written by the Bithop of Litcafield, which he owns himfelf, and re- 
fers you to the very Pagcs of thofe Books. He has mixed now and 
then fome Original Pieces ; amongft which a Letter written by K. 
Fames from Newmarket to Sir Thomas Richardfon,then Speaker of the 
Houfe of Commons, is none of the leaft curious. I take this for 
an Original Piece, for truly 1 do not remember I have feen it elfe- 
where before. Some ingenious Gentlemen could wih that the Stile 
of this Book had been more noble and lively, and his Method more 
regular, that he had been more {paring of his Reflections, both up- 
on Princes and neighbouring Nations, and that fome Geographical 
and Hiftorical Miftakes had been avoided. 











Fafti Ludovics Magni accurate digefti. Paris, in Folio, 1694. 


E have already feen fome Hiftories of the French King’s 

Reign; The Political Teftament of Colbert , the Hiftory 
of the French King, by Monfieur de Riencour ; but the Faftz, or An- 
nals, had not as yet appeared upon the Stage. The Author of this 
Work has made ufe of them, and his Method in my Opinion is 
very good, as it is the moft eafy. It is divided into feveral Co- 
lumns, which contain in few words the moft principal Actions and 
Events of this Prince’s Reign. He begins with his Birth, which 
was on Septemb. 5.1638. and he clofes his Book with the Victory 


obtained by the French over the Spaniards in Cataloma, on ae 
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a7zth of May laft. As the French King’s Reign has been very long, 
and man Ly east Tranfadtions - ve happened during heat 
buen the Book I {peak of cannot but be entertaining, and "by its 

Hort and ¢ ealy Me thed, it willbe agre at help for dee “ tter under 

tanding the G Gen oe na rr this Age. 

The Author has prefer'd the Latin Tongue to the French , becaufe, 
fays he, the fata longue Is more gene ral, more laf HInBs ond more 
a oper to tranfmit down to Pofterity the /urprifiag Exploits he is to 

vake mention of. Flattery 1 Is now adays i commnion, and efpeci- 
ally where Arbitrary Power isin the higheft pitch h, asitis in France, 
that you muft notexrectto find in this Rook, nothing but naked 
Truth; fome Checks thatthe French have received, are varnithed 
over; but thofe that have been too con{picuious to be difguifed, are 
mark’d witha Star inthe Margin of the Column. Ill make but 
one other Obfervation upon this Book, wz. That the proper 
Names of Generals and others mentioned in this Hiftory, are left 
in theirown Language, which I look upon asa judicious Caution, 
to {pare the Reader the trouble he muft be at in reading Strada, 
Thuanus, and others, who have taken too much liberty i in tran- 


icribing proper Names according tothcir Caprichio’s. 





The Secret Hiftory of Burgundy, 2 Vol.iz 12°. Paris,1694. 


HIS Book being for the moft part made up of Amorous In- 
trigues of 200 Years ftanding, ceferveth not, in my Opi- 
nion, the noble Title of Hiffory ; and I fhould not have mentioned 
it to you, had it not beenfor a Paflage relating to Philip de Comines. 
There are few Men who have not read his incomparable Memoirs, 
and few Men (Ithink) who have not alfo wifh’d to know the true 
Reafon why fo honeft a Man as Comines feems to have been, aban- 
doned the Duke of Burgundy, his lawful Prince, to enter into the 
Service of Lewis XI, his capital Enemy. The Silence he keeps him- 
felf under upon that Point, has given Birth to many Sufpicions of 
his Honefty , andoccafion’d Fohn Meyes, in his Annals of § landers, 
to {peak of him in thefe words; Cum a:stem Comminins in [ues [orip- 
tis oti ae fica defettionss reticeat, non dubinm puto, quinob fadum ali- 
quod patratum fcelus, more proditerum aufucerit. However't if we be- 
lieve the Author of this Secret Hiftory, -the Motives that atthe 
OMe s 
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ave his Mafter, were neither Difhoneft nor Bafe, nor 
‘econtained in a Difcourfe which he pre- 
is own, and of which I will give you an 


Comines to le 

fittobetold. ‘Lhey at 
ends to be Comines b 

Account. 

“© Charles Duke | 
 marricd Afvcaret of York in third Marriage. When the Contract 
was figned ‘he {ent me to her, and 1 fou:d in her fo Man} 
“© Charms, and my Paflion daily increafed fo much, that in {pite 
& of ati the Endeavoursof my Reafon, I could not forbear to give 
+ her publick Marks of my Affection. The Datchefs pitied me, 
ond the Duk, who had notice of it, was convinced of my Folly, 
* ond of the Vertue of the Dutchefs. He would not make any 
“ Noife of it, but he refolved to uf: mein fucha manner, as to 
*¢ oblige me to ieave him; of which a few Days after he founda 
“¢ very fair Opportunity. | had been a Hunting, and as 1 came 
¢ Home, I heard that the Dutchefs was taken with a violent Cho- 
*¢ lick: Iran toher Apartment, and went into her Chamber with: 
© fich a Precipitation, that I never thcught of pulling off my Boots. 
¢ Phe Duke. who was atthe fame time in the Room, hid himf lf 
“ at my coming ine I could not refift the moanful Cries that 
© the violent Pains which the Dutchefs fuffered, obliged her to 
“ make; my Strength failed me, and Ifwooned away upon her. 
“ Bed. As her Women were endeavouring to help me to my Sen- 
“ fes again, by throwing Water on my Face, Ge, the Duke ina 
“¢ creat Fury came out of the Place where he had hid himfelf, and 
“ took that opportunity, to put the Affront upon me he had re- 
“¢ folved on before-hand. He puli’d me by the Feet off of the Bed, 
“¢ and one of my Boots being loofe, remained in his Hands, which 
‘© hethrew at my Face. I was fo incenfed at this, that two Days 
“¢ after, I difpofed of my private Affairs, and went into France. 

This indecd looks a little Romantick 5 but after all 1t carries 
more probability in it, thanany thing has been faid hitherto 5. 
and when I con‘ider that the Duke never charged Philip de Comines: 
with any particul » Crime, nor that Comimes ever gave any Reaion 
of his leaving the Duke, I cannot but think that fome fuch-like 
Caufe as this, not fit to be told by a Gentleman to the World, was 
the Occafion of Cormines his Retreat. I could wifh however that 
the Author of this Hiltory had acquainted us, how he came to the 
Difcovery of this important Secret, for the better fatista¢tion of 
the World. MA 


of Burgundy (tis Comines himfelf who fpeaks) 
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A Catalogue of Valuable Books printed lately beyond Sea. 


OSiseraphiia Thaumarographiz curjofa Nicrocofmi, Phyfico-Medici-Theologico- 
©) Hiflorice. [deft Commenrarius adimiranda & Anomalias Humani Cor poris ea- 
rundemq; Caufas & A®tiologias commemorans, Authore Petro polianne Chrift. 
Frederic, Hanneman. 

A new Journey corhe Levant, by the Stex D. M4. containing the moft remarkable 
things which he faw ti Germany, France, Italy, Maltha and Turky 3 with the fecrer 
focrigues of Moniieur De Chaftean Nexf, the French Ambaffador at the Occoman 
Port, and many otlier remarkable Hiftories. In French at the Aagae, by Steven 
Félouge, 12°. 1594. 

The Defeription and Hiflory of Amferdam., In Dutch, at Anfferdim, 1694. 

Bibliographia Eruditorum Critico curiofa, five apparatus ad Hiftoriam Licerari- 
am noviflimam confpectus fecundus. Id eft, Difpofitio Harmonica Scriptorum ope- 
rumg; quorum fummaria & contenta in Adis & Ephemeridibus cotius ferme Euros 
pe. Accedit Lifpofitio altera aucorum & operuin tn utreg; conipedctu recenfito- 
rum. Autore Cornelio a Beughem, 12°. Anflerdam iog4. 

Chriftiani Wormii de corruptis Antiquiratum Hebrearum apud Tacitum & 
Martialem Veftigtis, Lib. fecundus. Hafate in 4°. 

Joannis Marelli Texcuales Exercitationes ad quinquaginta felccta loca Veteris 
& Novi Teftamenti. 


Englifh Books printed at London. 


HE Earl of Warrington’s Works, printed for ela Danton, 
Busvequirvs 5 Embafly into Turky, printed for Zohn Taylor at the Ship in Pay!’ 
Church- Yard. 

The fourth Volume of his Grace the Archbifhop of Canterbuy’s Sermons, by 
Biab. Aylmer ac the three Pigeons in Corabill, ani W. Rogers atthe Sun in Flect-(b cet, 

The Knowledg of the World, or the Art of well educacing of Youth through 
the various Conditions of Life, by way of Letters toa Noble Lord, Vol. 1. Printed 
firft at Paris, reprinted at Ax/ferdam, and now printed here in Exglih. 

Malbranci’s Search after Truth, Vol. 1. Thefe two printed for Fon Duuton at 
the Raven in Fewen-ftreet, 

Thefe two Books are very valuable, and if we give notan Account of them, ’tis 
becaufe their Worth is fufficiently known,and chat it has been done in part by others, 

Animadverfions upon a pretended Account of Déamare: Printed for Thoms 
Bennet, at the Half-Moon in Pawl’s Church-Yard. 

An Anfwer to a Book of William Lord Bifhop of Derry, intituled, A Difcourfe 
concerning the Inventions of Menin the Worfhipof God, by Joly Boj. Printed 
for F.Lawrence at the Angel in the Poultrey, and 7.Dunton at che Raven in feven-fireet, 

The Bounds fer to France by che Pyrenean Treaty, andthe Interefi ot the Conie- 
derates not to accept of the Offers made at this time by France: To which are 
added fome fhort Retiections, fhewing how tar England is concerned inthe Reftitu- 
tion of that Treaty; together with a Lift of the Towns and Countrics that che 
French have taken fince that rime. Printed for Richard Balawis near the Oxford. 
Arms in Warwicl-Lavz, 

The Hiftory of Religion, by a Perfon of Quality 5 fold by the Bookfellcrs of 
London and Wefininjter, 8°. 










